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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 7 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 7 recites that "said 
bristles are metallic", however claim 1 (from which claim 7 depends) in line 9 previously 
requires "a plurality of metallic bristles." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 8, from which claim 9 depends, recites, "said bristles are brass". However 
claim 9 recites "said bristles are stainless steel." It is unclear as to how bristles that are 
brass are also stainless steel. Did the applicant intend that the metallic bristles include 
more than one type of bristle material? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-4, 6-7, 10, 12-14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Fassler, USPN 4,365,380. 

Fassler discloses the claimed invention including a grill brush that includes a 
handle portion (leftmost portion of 10 as shown in Figure 1), a head portion (10) 
extending from the handle portion (see Figures 1-2), the head portion having a first 
surface (lowermost surface of 10 as shown in Figure 2), and a plurality of metallic 
bristles mounted to and extending from the first surface of the head portion (16, 18; 
"wire" brush, Column 4 Line 10), the plurality of bristles being of different lengths and 
providing a non-planar bristle surface contour (see Figures 2-4). The bristles are 
mounted to the surface in a predetermined pattern to form adjacent parallel rows of 
bristles of first and second lengths (Column 4 Lines 4-7, wherein the first length are 
bristles "16"). It appears that the parallel spaced grate bars have centerlines spaced by 
a first distance and the parallel rows of bristles of the second length (16) have 
centerlines spaced by the first distance (Figure 4). At least some of the plurality of 
bristles have varying lengths (tufts 16 and 18 are different lengths) and the plurality of 
bristles are mounted to the first surface in a pattern to provide a bristle surface contour 
that generally engages the top surface and at least a portion of the side surfaces of the 
grate bars (see Figure 4) and the bristle contour is specified to generally correspond to 
the grate surface contour (see Figure 4). The head portion has a front end opposing 
the handle (the rightmost end of 10 as shown in Figure 2) and the brush further includes 
a metallic scraper mounted to the front end (14; Column 5 Lines 32-33). The head 
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portion and handle are an integral structure (10; see Figures) made of wood or plastic 
(Column 3 Lines 53-58). A portion of the plurality of bristles are molded into the head 
portion (Column 4 Lines 10-14). 

4. Claims 1-7 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Dugrenier, USPN 4,286,349. 

Dugrenier discloses the claimed invention including a grill brush that includes a 
handle portion (15), a head portion (11) extending from the handle portion (see Figure 
1), the head portion having a first surface (13), and a plurality of metallic bristles 
mounted to and extending from the first surface of the head portion (12, 14; Column 1 
Lines 37-40), the plurality of bristles being of different lengths and providing a non- 
planar bristle surface contour (see Figure 2; Column 1 Lines 41-44). The plurality of 
bristles are mounted to the first surface in a predetermined pattern to form adjacent 
generally parallel rows of bristles of first and second lengths (see Figures 1-4), wherein 
the first length is greater than the second length (wherein the first length is the length of 
"14"). The parallel rows of bristles of a second length have centerlines spaced apart by 
a first distance defined by the centerlines of parallel spaced grate bars (Column 1 Lines 
6-1 1 ; Figures 2-4; the bristles "1 2" are spaced by a distance based on a first distance 
determined by the grate of a grill it is intended to clean). The plurality of bristles have 
varying lengths and are mounted to the first surface in a pattern to provide a bristle 
surface contour that engages the top surface and at least a portion of the side surfaces 
of the grate bars (Column 2 Lines 21-23). The bristles surface contour includes 
recesses spaced by a first distance defined by the grate bars (see Figures 1-2). The 
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surface contour is specified to generally correspond to a grate surface contour (see 
Figures; Column 1 Lines 6-11). The recesses are "generally" rectangular (see Figures). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 1 and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Carton, USPN 5,479,673 in view of Fassler, USPN 4,365,380. 

Carton discloses the claimed invention including a grill cleaning brush having a 

handle portion (1), a head portion (3) having a first surface (surface where bristles "5" 

extend and where reference numeral "4" is indicated), and a plurality of metallic bristles 

mounted and extending from the first surface of the head portion (see Figures 1-2; 

Column 2 Line 38). The head portion has a front end opposing the handle (leftmost end 

as shown in Figures 1-2) and the grill brush further includes a scraper mounted to the 

front end (9) and an abrasive pad supporting member extending from the head portion 
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(portion of "3" near means "6", see Figures 1-2), the grill brush further including an 
abrasive pad mounted to the supporting member (7; Column 2 Lines 49-50). The head 
portion and handle portion are an integral structure (see Figure 2; Column 2 Lines 42- 
47). Carton does not disclose that the bristles are of different lengths and provide a 
non-planar bristle surface contour or specifically that the scraper is metallic. 

Fassler discloses all elements above including bristles that are different lengths 
and a scraper that is metallic (14; Column 4 Lines 44-47) for scraping grilling surfaces. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the bristle 
lengths of Carton to have different lengths and provide a non-planar bristle surface 
contour, as Fassler teaches, in order to accommodate shaping of grill grates and it 
would have been obvious to construct the scraper of Carton from metal, as Fassler also 
teaches, in order to sufficiently scrape grill grate surfaces. 
6. Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fassler, USPN 4,365,380 in view of Daw, USPN 6,125,493. 

Fassler discloses all elements above including that the bristles are metallic. 
Fassler does not disclose a specific bristle metal material such as brass or stainless 
steel. 

Daw discloses a barbeque brush that has scraping bristles that comprise of brass 
(Column 2 Lines 49-51). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to construct the 
bristles of Fassler from brass, as Daw teaches, in order to sufficiently clean and remove 
debris from grill cleaning surfaces and further it would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have some or all of the 
bristles be comprised of stainless steel, since it has been held to be within the general 
skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the 
intended use as a matter of obvious engineering choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 
7. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Carton, 
USPN 5,479,673 and Fassler, USPN 4,365,380 as applied to Claim 1 , in further view of 
Connor, USPN 1,919,010. 

Carton and Fassler disclose all elements above and Carton further disclose 
"eyes" (or staples) that secure bristles to the brush head (Column 2 Lines 35-38), 
however they do not disclose that the bristles have U-shaped portions. 

Connor discloses metal bristles (11) that have U-shaped portions (since bristles 
"11" are folded, see Figures 1-2; Page 1 Lines 64-66) that are extended through an eye 
(the staple 15). There is a plurality of the eyes (one for each tuft of metal bristles, see 
Figures). The eyes are press fit into corresponding recesses (12) within a first surface 
(top surface of 10 facing upwardly as shown in Figure 2) to securely retain a plurality of 
bristles within the head (Page 1 Lines 61-80). Connor does not state what material the , 
eyes are constructed of. 

It would have been obvious to secure the bristles by staples of Carton and 
Fassler, by providing U-shaped portions extending through eyes (or staples) being fit 
into corresponding recesses, as Connor teaches, so that metal bristles are sufficiently 
secured and held within a brush head and furthermore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the eyes or 
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staples be metallic, since it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the 
art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a 
matter of obvious engineering choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US 2005/0160544 to Geller discloses a grill brush of metallic bristles having 
different lengths. However, the filing date of Geller is after the applicant's. 

US 2004/0226577 to Schaaf discloses a cleaning system for cooking systems 
wherein the cleaning head has cleaning elements at different lengths and a non-planar 
surface to associate with contours of the cooking surface to be cleaned. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Laura C. Guidotti whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1272. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:30am - 5pm, 
alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Kim can be reached on (571 ) 272-1 142. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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